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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-19 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 3, 5, 8, 9 and 13 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dahl et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,531,779 in view Cammilli et al. U.S. 
Patent No. 6,397,109. 

Referring to claim 1, Dahl discloses an electrode for intravascular stimulation, 
cardioversion and/or defibrillation comprising: 

• A stimulation probe which can be fixed in a blood vessel by way of 
electrical or magnetic pulses and cardioversion/defibrillation shocks can 
be delivered (column 2, lines 3-7) 

• Wherein a metallic, electrically conductive tubular wire unit adjoins the 
feed line in the axial direction (column 2, lines 42-45) 

• Wherein the wire unit is adapted to be deployed in the blood vessel in a 
first state and expanded in the second state in which the wire unit is 
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adapted to be in electrically conductive relationship with an interior wall of 
a blood vessel (column 3, lines 46-52) 
• Wherein the 2 nd state the probe does not project radially into the lumen 
along the length of a wire that reduces the cross-sectional area (column 2, 
lines 3-7) 

However, Dahl fails to teach wherein the wire unit comprises a plurality of 
portions, the portions being electrically insulated from each other. Cammilli discloses a 
wire unit that comprises a plurality of portions, the portions being electrically insulated 
from each other as a means of applying different voltages. 

It would have been obvious to having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Dahl to include a wire unit that 
comprises a plurality of portions, the portions being electrically insulated from each 
other, as taught by Cammilli, as a means of applying different voltages. 

Referring to claim 3, wherein the wire unit resiliently expands itself from a pre- 
stressed compressed condition inside the vessel (column 4, line 6-10). 

Referring to claim 5, Cammilli discloses wherein the wire unit is a cylindrical coil 

(% D 

Referring to claim. 8, wherein a radial diameter of the wire unit changes in the 
longitudinal direction (Fig. 3). 

Referring to claim 9, wherein the wire unit is of a conical type (column 4, lines 3- 

10). 
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Referring to claim 13, wherein a control unit is electrically communicated to the 
wire unit provides at least one control signal thereto (column 2, lines 20-29). 

4. Claim 2 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dahl et al. 
U.S. Patent No. 5,531,779 in view Cammilli et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,397,109 as applied 
to claim 1 above, and further in view of Mehra et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,170,802. 

Referring to claim 2, Dahl in view of Cammilli fails to disclose wherein the 
inflatable balloon body is provided for expansion in the interior wire, which is plastically 
deformable. However Mehra discloses wherein the inflatable balloon body is provided 
for expansion in the interior wire, which is plastically deformable (abstract) as an 
alternate means of expanding the stent. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teaching of Dahl in view of Cammilli to include wherein the inflatable balloon body is 
provided for expansion in the interior wire, which is plastically deformable, as taught by 
Mehra, as an alternate means of expanding the stent. 

5. Claims 7, 11 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dahl et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,531,779 in view Cammilli et al. U.S. Patent No. 
6,397,109 as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of Laufer et al. U.S. Patent 
No. 6,283,989. 

Referring to claims 7, 1 1 and 16, Dahl in view of Cammilli fails to disclose a 
device wherein an induction unit supplies the electrode with voltage and inductively 
heats the electrode. However, Laufer discloses a device wherein an induction unit 
supplies the electrode with voltage and inductively heats the electrode (column 2, lines 
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32-37) as a means to more efficiently provide energy to the electrode. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teachings of Dahl in view of Cammilli to include wherein an induction unit supplies the 
electrode with voltage and inductively heats the electrode, as taught by Laufer, as a 
means to more efficiently provide energy to the electrode. 

6. Claims 10 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dahl et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,531,779 in view Cammilli et al. U.S. Patent No. 
6,397,109. 

Referring to claims 10 and 17, Dahl in view of Cammilli discloses 
the claimed invention except for wherein the wire unit is coated with a medicant. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the wire unit as taught by Dahl in view of Cammilli, with medicant 
since it is well known in the art that leads include a medicant to help reduce the stress 
on blood vessels caused by the insertion of the lead. 

7. Claim, 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dahl et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,531,779 in view Cammilli et al. U.S. Patent No. 
6,397,109 and further in view of Mehra et al. U.S. Patent No.5,170,802 

Referring to claims 14 and 15, Dahl in view of Cammilli and in further view of 
Mehra discloses the claimed invention except for wherein the balloon body is 
pneumatically or hydraulically inflatable. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the device as 
taught by Mehra, to include a balloon body that is pneumatically or hydraulically 
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inflatable since it was known in the art that these two procedures are used as alternative 
means to inflate the balloon body. 

8. Claim 19 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dahl et al. 
U.S. Patent No. 5,531,779 in view Cammilli et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,397,109. 

Referring to claim 19, Dahl in view of Cammilli discloses the claimed invention 
except for wherein the feed line is terminated with a ring to form a bipolar electrode. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the feed line of Mehra (or Dahl), with a ring to form a bipolar 
electrode since it was well known to use bipolar electrodes as a more efficient way of 
sensing and stimulating the heart. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Sutton et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,529,779. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Roderick Bradford whose telephone number is (703) 
305-3287. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7 a.m. - 4 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Angela Sykes can be reached oh (703) 308-5181. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306 
for regular communications and (703) 872-9306 for After Final communications. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0858. 

R.B. 




ANGELA D. SYKES 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3700 



